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The Honorable Richard Armey
United States House of Representatives
9901 Valley Ranch Parkway, East
Suite 3050
Irving, TX 75063

Dear Congressman Armey:

REceIVED

JAN 2 9 1998

Thank you for your letter dated December 1, 1997, on behalf of your constituents,
Mayors Richard N. Beckert of Addison, Texas, Candy Sheehan of Coppell, Texas, Milburn R
Gravley of Carrollton, Texas, and Euline Brock of Denton, Texas, concernmg the placement
and construction of facilities for the provision of personal wireless services and radio and
television broadcast services in their respective communities. Your constituents' letters refer
to issues being considered in three proceedings that are pending before the CommIssion. In
MM Docket No. 97-182, the Commission has sought comments on a Petition for Further
Notice of Proposed Rule Making filed by the National Association for Broadcasters and the
Association for Maximum Service Television. In this proceeding, the petitioners ask the
Commission to adopt a rule limiting the exercise of State and local zoning authority with
respect to broadcast transmission facilities in order to facilitate the rapid build-out of digital
television facilities, as required by the Commission's rules to fulfill Congress' mandate. In
WT Docket No. 97-192, the Commission has sought comment on proposed procedures for
reviewing requests for relief from State and local regulations that are alleged to impermissibly
regulate the siting of personal wireless service facilities based on the environmental effects of
radio frequency emissions, and related matters. Finally, in DA 96-2140 and FCC 97-264, the
Commission twice sought comments on a Petition for Declaratory Ruling filed by the Cellular
Telecommunications Industry Association seeking relief from certain State and local moratoria
that have been imposed on the siting of commercial mobile radio service facilities.

Because all of these proceedings are still pending, we cannot comment on the merits
of the issues at this time. However, I can assure you that the Commission is committed to
providing a full opportunity for all interested parties to participate The CommissIOn has
formally sought public comment in all three proceedings and, as a result, has received
numerous comments from State and local governments, service proVIders, and the public at
large. Your letter and your constituents' letters, as well as this response, will be placed m the
record of all three proceedings and will be given full consideration.
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Further information regarding the Commission's policies toward personal wireless
service facilities siting, including many of the comments in the two proceedings involving
personal wireless service faCIlities, is available on the CommIssion's internet site at http://
www.fcc.gov/wtb/siting.

Thank you for your inquiry.

~SinCerelY;:~

David L. Furth
Chief, Commercial Wireless Division
Wireless Telecommunications Bureau
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December 1, 1997

Mr. Dan Pythyon
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M. Street, NW, Ruu11l 808
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Mr. Pythyon.

I have received the enclosed correspondence dated November 24, from Jerry
Montgomery of the FCC Compliance and Information Bureau in Dallas.

lOVIN(;, TX 75ae3

19721 55l>-2SOO

Mr. Montgomery states that my inquiry on behalf of the cities of Carrollton and Denton is
being forwarded to Washington, D. C. I want to add to this inquiry the concerns expressed also
hv thp ritv "frnnnPlI "nti t),.. T"ulft "f ~"'A'..n .. ,,,1..,,.1.. T l, o 0"'''\''''0..1
-", -.- -"'-J -- --1""'_.. -- -- -.. <10 ..__ " ..., ~ "" "" ""' ..v~'W .

These cities all have written to me regarding the FCC's actions on local zoning of
cellular, radio and TV towers. As I stated in my letter ofNovember 2I, to the FCC in Dallas, I
would be happy to host a meeting in my district office with staff and city officials to facilitate
discussion of this issue. Ifyou feel that this would be more productive, please contact Maria
Nirsch! in my district office at (972) 556-2500.

In addition, if you have any questio~ or if I may provide any additional information to
you, please contact Maria. Any written response should be directed to the district office.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter.

Member of Congress

DAlmn
Enclosures

P~INTtD ON IlIEC'VCtEO PAoPe"
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FEDERAL COMMUNICAnONS COMMISSION
COMPLIANCE & INFORMAnON BUREAU

November -24~ f991 ,

n , ~

nepl' 1 u;

9330 LBJ Freeway, Suite 1170
Dallas, Texas 75243

Case Number CD-98-Q2 . _

Honorable Dick Anney
Cuugn::::;::; uf Gil:: Unilt::u Siait::s
House of Representatives
9901 Valley Ranch Pkwy, East
Suite 3050
Irving, TX 75063

Dear Congressman Armey:

Thank you for contacting our office on behalf of your constituents, Mayor Milburn
Gravely and Carrollton, Texas and Mayor ProTem Euline Brock, of Denton, Texas.

Your inquiry has been forwarded to the Chiefof the Compliance and Information Bureau
for coordination with the appropriate staff at our headquarters office in Washington, D.C. You
may wish to contact that office for further assistance at (202) 418-1910 or write to FederaI
Communications Commission, Office of Legis1ative and Intergovernmental Affairs. 1919 M
Street, NW. Washington. DC 20554.

Sincerely.

C) "\ \.~, .'~'l ,-\
Jerry M. Montgomery
Acting District Director

:ew



RlCHARD N. BECKERT
MAYOR
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Post Office Box 144..\ddison. Tens ·5001·0144 (214\ 450·-:-026 Fax 121~\ Q.t\(l.~~

November 10, 1997
Representative Dick Armey
House ot Kepresentatlves
301 Cannon H.D.B.
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Representative Anney:

We are writing you about the Federal Communications Commission and its attempts to
'preempHocarzorung ofceiIUiar;"rad[o'aiidW'towers hy making the FCC the "Federal Zoning _...
Commission" for all cellular telephone and broadcast towers. Both Congress and the courts have
long recognized that zoning is a peculiarly local function. Please immediately contact the FCC
~'1d tel! it to ~tcp these efforts ·~·hich viulate t.'1e intent of Cungress, the Cvu:stiluiiull anu
principles of Federalism.

In the 1996 Telecommunications Act, Congress expressly reaffirmed local zoning
authority over cellular towers. It told the FCC to stop all rulemakings where the FCC was
attempting to become a Federal Zoning Commission for such towers. Despite this instruction
from Congress, the FCC is now attempting to preempt local authority in three different
lulemakings.---- --. -_ -.----.- _.- _ - ..

Cellular Towers· Radiation: Congress expressly preserved local authority over cellular
.. towers in the 1996 T~1~om.ml.Jnication Act with the !«lIe exception that municip!!i!ies ,=~o!
regulate the radiation from cellular anteMaS if it is within limits set by the FCC. The FCC is
attempting to have the "exception swallow the role" by using the limited authority Congress gave
it over cellular tower radiation to review and reverse any cellular zoning decision in the U.S.

-_. _.-- - whicit'rrnnds' is~nt~d" bSrtadia(i()n 'conceins';'even If the decision is otherwise perfectly
permissible. In fact, the FCC is saying that it can "second guess" what the true reasons for a
municipality's decisions are. need to be bound by the stated reasons given by a municipality and
doesn't even need to wait until A lcy~1 pllm.!'Jng d~isil)n is fin!! ~fore t.~ FCC ~cte.

Some of our citizens are concerned about the radiation from cellular towers. We cannot
prevent them from mentioning their concerns in a public hearing. In its rulemaking the FCC is

.. saying'thit ifany Citaen-iai5'eSthisl'ssue that this is sufficient basis for a cellular zoning decision" .
to immediately be taken over by the FCC and potentially reversed, even if the municipality
expressly says it is not considering such statements and the decision is completely valid on other
grounds, such 2.! the i..~p~t of t"le tC'.'Jer on prop~rt)' values vi aC3th~tics ..

Cellular Towers· Moratoria: Repeatedly the FCC is proposing a rule banning the
moratoria that some municipalities impose on cellular towers while they revise their zoning
ordinances to accommodate that increase in the numbers of these towers. Again, this violates the
Constitution and the directive from Congress preventing the FCC from becoming a Federal



Zoning Commission.
." ...~.- -.- -'-._.... _ - - -

Radiorrv Towers - The FCC's proposed rule on radio and TV towers sets an artificial
limit of21 days to 45 days for municipalities to act on any local permit (environmental, building
oerml't zonl'n" or other) Anv nprmit rp(1I1Pc:t ic: ""t"",,,t;,,.. I1,, ,.I ............l ~__._..l :C.L ~ _ ..-: .: ~.~ "',/
• ~ ~ ". - ---J r ------- .. -"'-_.......... ..,. ··'Y·"."!'"'" >*y,.."A"')+ irA wu,",,, u. \.u,,", lJIWU\,.1}J4UL

doesn't act in this time frame, even if the application is incomplete or clearly violates the law.
And the FCC's proposed rule would prevent municipalities from considering the impacts such
towers have on property values, the environment or aesthetics. Even safety requirements could
be dveiiiddei'i"bfthd·T:CrA:rid'a:HappeaIS"6{zonlng-and permit denials would go to the FCC.
not to local courts.

This proposal is astot!..'1ding \l.'hen brc~dc:st towers ~-c-svmf of the tallest ;)UU~iUIes

knovm to man • over 2,000 feet tall, taller than the Empire State Building. The FCC claims these
changes are needed to allow TV stations to switch to High Definition Television quickly. But
The Wall Street Journal and trade magazines state there is no way the FCC and broadcasters will, ...
'meefilie'cwrerifscnedi.tle"jusfto·meet an artifiCial deadline.

These actions represent a power grab by the FCC to become the Federal Zoning
Cornmissien fer ceHu!m- towers and broadcast towcrs. TIiey viohtlC: the intent oiCongress, the
Constitution and principles of Federalism. This is particularly true given that the FCC is a single
purpose agency. with no zoning expertise. that never saw a tower it didn't like.

The foJIowing people at national municipal organizations are familiar with the FCC's
proposed rules and municipahties' objections to them: Barrie Tabin at the National League of

.·---C-ities-,-WZ.:626.:-1194; EitetM HUQIltd llnheNanoiW AsSOciation of Telecommunications
Officers and Advisors. 703-506-3275; Robert Fogel at the National Association ofCO\mties,
202-393-6226; Kevin McCarty at the U.S. Conference ofMayors, 202-293-7330; and Cheryl
Maynard at the American Planning A!t~;ltt;l)n. 202·g72-0611. Fee!~ to ccl! them ifj'v\i
have questions.

Sincerely,

M~~-
c../ •

Richard N. Beckert
Mayor

RNB:ae



P.O. Box 478
Coppell, Texas 75019
214·462-0022

Octobet 1:1, 1997

T110 HODOrabie Dick A.rrMy
Member, United Statee HOUle of Representative.
9901 But Valley Raocb Partway, Suite 30s0
Irviq. Texu 75063

Dear Repreaeatative Armtsy:

We are writiq Joo about tba Pederal ColDIDUDicatioal CommissiClD IIId ita attempta to preempt 1oCI17.DOiq of
~Wu••~.;, awl TV WwI'Q ~, .-.m. i1ao FCC i1ao "Feden1 ZoaiDa CommiuiClD~ ior all coUuiu reiepiloae IDCi
broedcat towerL Both CoDpeII mil tba COUItI bne 1011I recopiz.ecl that ZDOiDa iI • pecu1iuly 10<:11 fuDctiClD.
pteue imrnrdi.te!y COIlIid die PCC mil tell it to Itop theee eft'oc1a wbich violate the intcal of CoDan-, tho
Coastimtioa ad priIlciple. of Pedenlism.

fa the 1996 Telec:oDIIINIIic:Coaa Ad, CoG... exptaIIy reatIirmIIlclloc:al 2lOIIiD, authority OV« ceUubt towera.
It told the PCC to Itop all ruJemakinp wbere the PCC was dI:aIptiq to becomI • Pederal Zoaiq CNNlli..
for IUCh towen. DeIpit8 dUa iutnIdioa. Ctoaa Coa~ dle PCC ia DOW .aemptiDa to preempt 1ocI1 zcaiD,

.---- ...._- - .. - -·-~!:y·iD sb... clift'alW.nz.1emelriJIp-_..._q -_ •• _ ••--.... - •• - - ...- ••• --- •••- - ...

CeUuIv Iowwa " HreWm' eoa,re. ....., pRC"Ied 10cIl 2DIUD,IUIbority OV« c:eUular towen iD die 1996
TeIecommuDi.eatiODa Ad. widl die 1010 a.cepdaa dill 1DUDic:is-U- c:UDOt repllle the I'IdiaIiClll from ceUular

__ . ._. __entrenN if it.ia-WitbiD.limibl.-t.hJ..tbe 1CC-.:I1ae.P.CC.!a,~to.~!he 'aeep!i= :-~':!l=-~'t!:.::-.:!:' ~----- -_. ----
IIIiq the Umited authority CoaJr- pve it CIVet ceUuJar tower radiatiClll to review mil revene 111' ceDuJu ZIllIIiq
decilioa iD the U. S. wtdth it fiDc:Ia it ·taiDted' by mdiltioa coacetDI. 8'1. if the decisioIl iI ochawia pedecdy
permissible. fa fIct, die PCC is _yiD. dJaI it caD '1IeCOIId .... wIIIt tba true reuoaI for • DJIIIIicipI1ity',
~ue,..IM!Ild~ ~*'..stIted ~.muaicip81ity!!!d ~koem't~ ~ ~ ~t~

a local pllllDiq deciIica it tiDal before the PCC IICtL

Some of our citizla are COIICMIecI abcut the ndiItiCIIl from c:eIbI1ar towera. W. aamot prevea& tbaa &om
meDticlaiD! tbeir CODCeIDI ill. paIlIic t.riaJ. III it. ruI..-Iria! the pce i8 -yift! that if -.w'! co:itL~ !".~ ~

iJsue that tbiI it IlIIIScieDl bIIiI tor. ceUaIIr JlIDiDI~ to i"""""'ittely be tat. ovw by die PCC ad
poWti.lly rwerM.~ if 1M IlllDicipllitJ expRIIIJ .ya it it DOl couicIeriDt mch lIlat....... ad tbe deciaiclD
iI completely valid OIl otbK poaadI. auch u the impact of the tower 011 property vahIeI or MItbetic:a.

Ce11gIv Tgwm • MoraIocja: 1WIted1y the pee is propoIiD•• naJe bIDaiq the moratoria that lOme IDUDicipalitiei
impoeo OIl cellular towerI while _ rm. their ZDOiD. ordiDmceI to ICCOmmndate tho iDc:.reue iD die Ilumhen

of theae towerL Apia. dIia vioIatea the CoDIdCUtiClll IIId the dilective from CoGpa prevad:ia. the PCC from
becomiDa • Peden! ZoaiD. Coanniaioa.

WoIIY TOIWF 11» PCC', pi.... nile OIl r.&o IDd IV tc:IMn is as bE It ... aD utificW limit of 21 to
4S daY' Cot~ to act 0Illl1Y1ocal pemait(~. buildiqpenDit, zoaiDa or ocber). Arty permit
request is 1U!lnMtjq!ly .... ap!Id if the IDIIIIicipality cIoeID't let iD dIia tiD frame, eWIl if tbe IPJ)1icatiClll
is incomplete or clearly vio1atea locU law. ADd the PCC'I propolell ruIe't'll'OUld preveat JIl1IDicipaJitie. from
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Pap Two

oonsideriq the impIcta lUCIa towen bave OIl property valUCll. tho eavirollmeot or aesthetica. EVeA safety
requiremeata could be overriddea by the PCCI And all appeal. of mnin, and permit deoiala would ~ to the FCC,.. . .
DOl" fO tho iocal oourta.

nus proposal illICo\u:ldiq wIleD brc:.de:.uC towers are SOlDO of the taUest atructurea 1m0Wll to !DID - over 2,000
feet tall, taller tIwl the Bmpire State Buildia.. The FCC claims tbelle cbanaes are needed to allow TV staUOIlI ~ ___ _. _ __.
liWitcil"tcTHip·DeiioitiOll TeievisiOil quietly. But 17Ic Wall S1ru:I JolBTl4llDd trade magazines stale there is DO
way tho FCC ADd bro&dcasterI will meet the CW"l"eIIt schedulo aoywa)', so there ~ DO Deed to violate tho rights of
mUDicipalities and their reaideDta just to meet III artificial deadliDe.

The- ..uuaa n:prcseat • power P by d1e F(.'(; to become tile Federal ZooiD, CommiJliOll for cellular towera
aDd broadcast towers. They violate the iDteat of CoDpeII, the CoaItitutiOll IIld principles of Federalism. This ~
particularly true livea that the FCC iJ • .m,le purpoee l,eac)', with DO zoaiq elpertiJe, thai DeYa' saw 1 tower
it didn't Jib.

-- ...-.._.-..... -_ ....._- _.. -- --_.... -- ---- .

PI_ do tbreo tbiDp to atop the PCC: Pint. write aew FCC CWrmID William lCemwd IDd PCC Commiaioaen
SuaaD Nell. Harold PwdltaoU-Rotb, Mich-.l Powell and Gloria TriatIDi teUiD, diem to atop tbia intrusion 011 local
zoaiDe authority ia ClIIee WT 97-197. MM Docket 97-182 aDd DA 96-2140; aecoad, joia ira the "Dear CoUeap

"..~.eutnat1y.~ ~·Ia-ptb~ f.OO·froiii 1lliD1111a1DbDnoi~; aad Third, oppoee lIlyeftOit
by Coapesa to pDt the PCC the power to .ct ... -PederU ZoDiDa Commillioa- and preempt local zoaiDl
authority.

_.n _ .. _ ..Tho...folknMiDt. people •.::atie:Ial.~orpreizatio&i itO flillliliK wiiia the FCC. propoIOCi l'U1eI 1Dd­
mwlicipUitiee' objectioaa to them: Burie TabiD It ... Nat:iclaal Leque of Cities, 202~26-3194; Eileea Ruaud
at tile NaticDal AJsociatiOll of Telecommuaicatio Officera IIDd AdviIora, 703-506-3215; Robert popal! the
Nadcaa1 AIIociatiOll of CouDtieI, 201-393~226; JCeyiD McCarty It tile U. S. Cco!ereDce ofMayon. 202-293-7330;
ad Cheryl MayMrn ¥. 1M .&-riem 1"......:..; .&..:::cci:tiQQ. 2C2-3'n-Ctil1. fCllli en. iD caii iDem ii you iavt
quatiau.

~Y'j II IJ
I!::!:i.~
Mayor

cs:tb



((ongre55 of tbe itlntteb ~tatt5

ltJOUSt of l\tpr~~t!,~~~b-!~. _
Dasbington, 19(( 20515-4326

November 21, 1997

CONGRESSMAN DICK AAMEV
2tTll OISTllICT. TlUS

Federal Communications Commission
Engineer In Charge
Federal Communications Commission

-_. ----- _.. 9330 LBi FreeWay, "SUite #1170'"
Dallas, Texas 15243

W~"GTON tw,tCI:

301 eo- He.... 0..........­
.......,.,...,"*.~ 4.Uil~

OIstlllCT OFJ!CI

*' v....... Il.uoo< _. £.....
SVITI 30!i0

_'A1~.

1'72) 5S6-25CO

RF~~lucn
- -- - ._. , -...,

NOV 2 .~ 1997
Fe.C. DaU~s. __

Re: MRy(lf MHbu..''!! Gmve!y M!yor P~TemEuHne Brock
City ofCarrollton City ofDenton
P. O. Box 110535 215 E. McKinney
Carrollton, Texas 75011-0535 Denton, Texas 76201

- .,----- - _.- _ -_. __.-------._----_.- .. ---- -. --.. .

Dear Sir or Madam,

The enclosed communkatiou is s-"bmir..ed for yOUI' ever, n:vic:w and cuwsidcration,
consistent with applicable laws and regulations. The most relevant points have been highlighted
for your convenience.

_._-. -- -. -~ -- '... - .. .._ ..
. As you can see, the Cities ofCarrollton and Denton have concerns regarding the FCC's

actions involving local zoning ofcellular, radio, and TV towers. 1would be happy to host a
meeting in my district office with staffand city officials to facilitate discussion of this issue. If

.--- - . - - -' - -yuu-feel1hat1his"WOutd·i:fe"mortp"tOliUttlve:,·~t~·C6iifACt·Mliria Nirscbl in my district office at
(972)556-2500. .

In addition., ifyou have any lI'~"".1l. C)!'!f! mllY provide fIlfty additicn!! :r.fc:::tic~ to
you, please contact Maria. Ally written response should be direetecl to the district office.

Thank you {or your assistance in this matter... .... _. - ...

Si~IY, ..

~ .. /
<.../~

DICKARMEY
Member ofCODgress

DAlmn
Enclosures



October 27, 1997

The Honorable Dick Armey
301 Cannon H.D.B.
Washington, DC 20515

Milburn R. Gravley
Mayor

REeEl VEn HOV 2 0 19;7

We are concerned about the Federal Communications Commission and its attempts to preempt
local zoning of cellular, radio and 'IV towers by making the FCC the "Federal Zoning
Cumiiii~~iuil" fUi' iU ~UuJii teIephuuc lWU bruaUR.st iowcn. Both Congress ano the courtS have
tong recognized that zoning is a peculiarly local function. Please contact immediately the FCC
and tell it to stop these efforts which violate the intent of Congress, the Constitution and
prin~i~I~~~~~_~~~~is~. .._ _ .

In the 1996 Telecommunications Act. Congress expressly reaftlrmed local zoning authority over
c:cllular towen. It told the FCC to stop all rulemakinp where the FCC wu attempMS to

. _._ ~QJ,11t.lf.e.cStralZo.niPI.Co.mmiS5ioo for such tpwers. DMrita th!~ inst!'lctW!!~C~~~~

the FCC is now attempting to preempt local zoning authority ia three different rulemakinp.

Cellular Iowm • Badjatign· Congress expressly preserved local zooiag authority over cellular
tvwe.. in ta';c :996 T~kwiiUuuniwtiWi Aa with thi jUl. CJu,;cpiion that muni~ipaiities canDOl

regulate the radiation fi'om cellular antennas if it is witbia. limits set by the FCC. The FCC is
attempting to have the "exception swanow the rule" by using the limited authority Congress
pvc it over cellular tower radiation to review and reverse my cellular zonina decision in the

. -- .,. - --U:S':WfiiCD iiTaDdils""'"taliitea"liY ilaiiiiOti "COriceras. even if the decisiOll is otherwise perfeetJy
permissible. In fact, the FCC is .yina that it caD "second guess" what the true reasons for •
municipality's decision are, need not be bound by the stared reasons given by a municipality and

. ..._ . ."_ c1QC$Jl~.Uv.cn.Dad.tA_wm.until ~ local planning decl8!On is fuu!l '-""f~ 1he FCC !ct!.

Some of our citizens an coacemecl about the ndiation fiom cellular towers. We cannot preveat
them &om mentioniDl their coacems in • public bearina. In its rulemaJdnl the FCC is sayina
tl-..: if'-1 ,itizen raiiCi thii ia_ tb.i1 ihii ;. »uG"~icoibuia iar a cejjuiar zoninl decision 10

immediately be taken O'W by the FCC and potentiaUy reversed. eYeD if the muaicipality
expressly says it is not considerina such statemeats and Ihe decision is completely vaUd on other
grounds. such u the imJ*t oltho tower on property values or aesthetics.

.._--.- -- ---- .._,._-- _- _- _ _ - ~_ ..

CclIy" lawen - Montaria: Relatedly the FCC is proposing a rule banning the moratoria thal
some muaicipalitics impose on c:cllulat towers while they revise their zonina ordinances to

'. __l}~JD(l1~iD~iA.thc.num~.o(tbesetowers. "gil;". thi~ vi"']!!!e!~ C..,!!!!fu!ti~n

and the directive fiom Congress preventina the FCC tTom becoming • Federal Zonina
CommissiOlt.

p"sdiQtrV Tpam: Tho FCC's propwcd mI. 00 .idiu iiid TV Lowers is u b.a: ii setS m
artificia11imit of 21 to 4S days for municipalities to Id on any local permit (environmental,
building permit, zonina or other). Any permit request is aytpm,ticaQy deemed panted if the

1945 E. Jackson Road • P.O. Box 110535 • Carrollton, Texas 75011-0535 • 9721466-3001 • Fax: 9721466-3252



-.- - _.-.- --- -- _.. - .--.. ---.--_.... ----- --~ --- --_._.-

municipality doesn't act in this timeframe, even if the application is incomplete or clearly
violates local law. And the FCC's proposed rule would prevent municipalities from considering
_the i.m~t 'lJ~h !O~r! have on property v!b:e!, t.~e env:rcrM-nent 0:' a~.htt:=:;. E";cu Mr~t'i

requirements could be overridden by the FCCI And aU appeals of zoning and pennit denials
would go to the FCC, not to the local courts.

The proposai is astounding when broadcast towerS are -Some of the tallest structures known to
man - over 2,000 feet tall, taller than the Empire State Building. The FCC claims these changes
are needed to allow TV stations to switch to High Definition Television quickly. But '!'he Wall

. ,... "' .. __ ._.. _. ~~~~~!~~~I.~~~~~_~.~~i~~.~~~ ..tJJ.~~ i.S...!1.Q.w_~jh~ fCC and broadcasters will meet the
current schedule anyway, so there is no need to violate the rights of municipalities and their
residents just to meet an artificial deadline.

Th~se !t.=t!O!lS represent ~ ~,'!er ~!: hi' t.~= FCC :0~m; :he: f~~i'al Zuu;ni CuwuiiiSiuu rur
cellular towers and broadcast towers. They violate the intent of Congress, the Constitution and
principles ofFederaJism. This is particularly true given that the FCC is a single purpose agency.
with no zoning expertise. that never saw a tower it didn't like.

Please do three things to stop the FCC: First, write new FCC Chairman William Kennard and
FCC Commissioners Susan Ness, Harold Furchtgott.Rotb, Michael Power and Gloria Tristani
telling them to stop this intrusion on local zoning authority iD cases WT 97.197, MM Dnclcet 97­
182 and DA 96-2140; second,joiD in the "Dear Colleague Letter" eumntJy being prepared to go
to the FCC from many members of Congress; and third. oppose any effort by Congress to grant
the FCC the power to act u a "Federal Zoning Commissioll" and preempt local zoning
!Wthority..

The following people at national municipal orpnizations are familiar with the FCC's proposed
rules and municipalities' objections to them: Barrie TabiD It the Natioaal League ofCities, 202­
626-3 i 94; Eileen Hugani • the Narionai ASiCCi.itic5D of Telecommunications Officers and
Advisors, 703-506-3275; Robert Fogel at the National Association of Counties, 202-393-6226;
Kevin McCarty at the U.s. Conference of Mayors, 202·293·1330; and Cheryl Maynard at the

_. _~!fi~ Planning Association. 202·872·0611. Feel free to call them ifyou have questions.

Verr truly yours,

""- . /L .) # -~-L-4-.L4J­
'/~I\.~~

Milburn R. Gravley
Mayor

c:c: Frank Sturzl


